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Introduction

Several sidelink relay related topics have been discussed per email in the last few weeks, as indicated in [1], based on the proposals and views captured in [2]. As a result (of email discussion Phase I), the following summary of proposals have been identified:

[bookmark: _Toc67867793]Summary of proposals
Proposal 1. It is up to gNB implementation to perform PDB split between Uu and PC5 (non-standardized PDB values are not precluded). 
Proposal 2. gNB directly configures relay UE for PC5 QoS configuration via Uu RRC signalling. And gNB also directly configures remote UE for PC5 QoS configuration via Uu RRC signalling. FFS signaling details and when they are triggered.
Proposal 3. When gNB configure remote UE and relay UE with PC5 RLC bearer, LCH priority shall reflect the PC5 priority for PC5 hop of relay traffic.
Proposal 4. QoS configuration for remote UE’s for its operation on PC5 hop (UL) is configured per PC5 RLC bearer.
Proposal 5. QoS configuration for relay UE’s for its DL operation on PC5 hop (DL) is configured per PC5 RLC bearer.
Proposal 6. Remote UE traffic and Relay UE’s own traffic shall be separated in different Uu RLC bearers in Uu hop.
Proposal 7. PC5 RLC channels with different end-to-end QoS can be mapped to the same Uu RLC channel, which is up to gNB implementation.
Proposal 8. The existing SL measurement report and CBR measurement reports can be used by gNB to understand PC5 link conditions and determine QoS configuration.


In this contribution, we provide our views on the previous proposals and the general discussion of QoS for sidelink relays. 


Proposal for Discussion

As indicated in [3], QoS policies (for UE-to-network relay) should consider the requirements from an end-to-end communication perspective (i.e., joint consideration of both sidelink and UU interfaces). Therefore, some signaling exchange could be needed between relay UE and gNB, as well as the consideration of SL measurement report and CBR measurement over the PC5 in order to provide and guarantee the required end-to-end QoS. In addition, the definition/specification of dedicated resources for relaying purposes over both the sidelink and Uu interfaces could also facilitate the provision of QoS. 
Therefore, we consider convenient 1) giving the QoS-related discussion the appropriate priority (refrain from down-prioritizing this topic in RAN2) and 2) discuss further details regarding Proposals 2, 4, 5, 6, and 8 highlighted in green in Section 1 of this contribution.

Proposal 1: Prioritize sidelink relay QoS-related discussion in RAN2. In particular, enhancements to guarantee the end-to-end QoS of both remote UE and relay UE. 

Proposal 2: Further discuss Proposals 2, 4, 5, 6, and 8 identified after Phase I of email discussion [Post115-e][604][Relay] Relay QoS.

Summary 

In this contribution, we propose our views on QoS for sidelink relaying.

Proposal 1: Prioritize sidelink relay QoS-related discussion in RAN2. In particular, enhancements to guarantee the end-to-end QoS of both remote-UE and relay-UE. 

Proposal 2: Further discuss Proposals 2, 4, 5, 6, and 8 identified after Phase I of email discussion [Post115-e][604][Relay] Relay QoS.
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